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1ABSTRACT This research study aims to examine the role of fathers and
self-control on cyberbullying. This research involved 238 students in
Yogyakarta City (139 female, 99 male, the age range of 12 to 16 years old).
The respondents filled out the scale of fathers’ role, self-control scale, and
cyberbullying scale. This research used a quantitative correlational
approach with path analysis technique. Analysis of the main hypotheses
shows that the role of father correlates very significantly with cyberbullying,
both directly and mediated by self-control. The role of fathers is directly
correlated with cyberbullying with a correlation (-0.175). This correlation
value is smaller than the correlation value of the role of the father against
cyberbullying mediated by self-control (-0.334). Besides, this study shows
the role of fathers has a positive and very significant correlation with self-
control 0.678. Self- control is negatively related and very significant with
cyberbullying (-0.664).
Keywords: cyberbullying, role of father, self-control. 1. Introduction People
31in the digital era have the ease of accessing information through the internet.
Indonesian Internet Service Providers Association or APJII (2017) reported that internet users in Indonesia
amount to 54.68%. That is 143.26 of Indonesia's 262 million internet users. Java Island occupies the top
position of internet users, as much as 58%, then Sumatra 19.05% and Kalimantan 7.97% (APJII, 2017).
Internet users mostly use smartphone devices. Various services used in internet chat 89.35% following
social media 87.13%. The most accessed social media are Facebook, Instagram and YouTube. Educational
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content ranks fourth after social media, entertainment and news (APJII, 2016), whereas internet users aged
13-18 years amounted to 16.68% or 23.89 million, where internet use should focus more on accessing
education content , but the reality is not how it looks. The ease of accessing internet technology has positive
and negative effects for its users (Turkle, 2005). Positive impacts, such as increased academic achievement
(Torres-Diaz, Duart, Alvarado, Gutiérrez, & Faggioni, 2016), facilitate psychosocial adjustments, for
individuals who have social anxiety (Valkenburg & Peter, 2007). One of the negative impacts of the internet
is cyberbullying (Cassidy, Faucher, & Jackson, 2013; Netzley, 2014; Smith & Slonje, 2010). Li, Cross, and
Smith (2012) explained cyberbullying is aggression using information and communication technology such
as cell phones, video conferences, e-mails, and web pages to upload or send messages with the aim of
harassing or humiliating others; or
18the use of information and communication technology to support hostility
both individuals and
groups, with the intent of hurting others intentionally, repeatedly (Belsey, 2005). For victims, cyberbullying
causes psychological distress (Safaria, 2016), mental health disorders (Bannik, Broeren, Waart, & Raat,
2014), subjective health disorders (Fridh, Lindström, & Rosvall, 2015),
16depression (Bonanno & Hymel, 2013) , low academic achievement (Schneider,
O'Donnell, Stueve, & Coulter, 2012),
emergence of suicidal ideation and behavior especially for women (Roberts, Axas, Nesdole, & Repetti,
2016), and risk of psychiatric disorders at a later age (Sourander, Jensen, Davies, Niemela, & Elonheimo ,
2007). Researchers have reported that cyber abuse in adolescents occurs in various countries. Heirman
3and Walrave (2012) reported that Belgian adolescents aged 12- 18 years were
involved in cyber negotiations, 33.2% of whom were perpetrators. Lovegrove
and Cornell (2014) found 12% of American students engage in cyberbullying.
Holfeld and Grabe (2012) reported that adolescents in the Midwestern region, America are engaging in
Cyberbullyingand targeting teachers.
7Ditch The Label (2017) reported that around 12% of people in the United
Kingdom harass and 54% experience bullying through digital media.
Holfeld and Grabe (2012) reported that Midwestern students, Americans aged 14.5 years experienced 64%
cyber abuse and 60% witnessed cyberbullying. Seventeen percent of ninth grade students in Australia and
America were victims of cyber abuse, 33% were victims of traditional abuse, and 12% experienced both
(Hemphill, Tollit, Kotevski, & Heerde, 2015). In 2016, UNICEF recorded 41% to 50% of Indonesian
adolescents aged 13 to 15 years old do cyberbullying (Razak, 2014). Eighty percent of junior high school
students in Yogyakarta experience cyberbullying (Safaria, 2016). Similar to traditional bullying in terms of
aggressiveness, the difference is seen in terms of face to face, repetition and strength. Cyberbullying is
done because the perpetrators do not meet directly with the victims (Kowalski, Giumetti, Schoroeder, &
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Lattanner, 2014, Sticca & Perren, 2012). Repetitions in cyberbullying repeatedly, or uploaded actions are
forwarded or downloaded by other internet users so they can be accessed at any time. The power
imbalance in cyberbullying can be seen from the number of internet users who witnessed cyberbullying in
one victim. Cyberbullying is easier to do anywhere, not limited by time not having to deal with victims
(Kowalski et al., 2014). The perpetrators can do cyberbullying without being seen directly and given the
freedom to launch the action, even more so the effects of anonymity (Patchin & Hinduja, 2006). Anonymity
causes the perpetrator not to face the suffering of the victim therefore it is easy to keep a moral distance
from the victim (Navarro, Yubero, & Larrañaga, 2015). This indicates the offender does not feel guilty when
injuring others. Cyberbullying is carried out for a variety of reasons, such as replying to bullying (Frey,
Pearson, & Cohen, 2015; Betts, Spenser & Baguley, 2016), humor (Wilton & Campbell 2011; Sari, 2016),
eliminated the negative feelings due to abuse and prevent further bullying. Cyberbullying is a serious
problem and is getting worse, experiencing an explosion involving a long time span and age range (Parks,
2013). Because the perpetrators do have moral considerations, even take action that is not done in the real
world or known as the online dis-inhibition effect (Suler, 2004). Parents are of an important figure in
educating and giving moral example, especially in adolescents who are in the search for identity. Therefore
the disruption in communication, the breakdown of harmony in the family can stimulate the emergence of
bullying as an escape or impingement of adolescents. The
23lack of parenting is a potential for aggression in adolescents
(Batool, 2013). Qualitatively, fathers have different roles in socialization with mothers (Batool, 2013; Lamb,
1975). The role of father is an important asset in growing a child's personality into adulthood thus he has a
good relationship with others (Palkovitz, Copes, Woolfolk, 2001). 1.1 Literature Review The role of fathers in
care makes it easier for children to maximize gender roles thus, androgyny attitudes can develop properly.
Therefore relationships with the opposite sex become healthy, able to improve achievement, minimize
depression, emotional stress, and negative emotional expression, minimize conflict, aggressiveness thus
prosocial behavior (Allen & Daly, 2007; Lamb, 2010). The role of father for his children, involved in
maintaining and providing care, guiding morals and ethics, providing moral, practical, and psychosocial
support for mothers of their children, meeting economic needs (Marsiglio, Day & Lamb, 2000). Involved in
childcare and moral education (Palkovitz, 2002). Able to influence children's emotions and social
(Rosenberg & Wilcox (2006). Fathers who have a positive character and are involved in educating children,
make children grow up to be tolerant, solve conflicts independently, adapt easily, forgive the mistakes of
others, have good achievements, and succeed in life in the future. Emotional reactions are not excessive,
calmer in interacting with others (Allen & Daly (2007). So the involvement of fathers in educating is an
important factor in predicting adolescent behavior (Carlson, 2006). Fathers who raise children with physical
and psychological violence influence depression, low self-esteem, love to commit violence or aggression,
anti-social behavior and criminality as adults. Besides the role of father, there are other factors that influence
cyberbullying, namely personality. One of them
29is self-control. Self-control is an attempt to rule out or
inhibit reactions that arise automatically, habits, or behaviors, urges, emotions, or desires that interfere with
the achievement of goals (Muraven & Baumiester, 2000). Controlling yourself means trying to work and
direct the behavior in the desired direction consciously (Bauer & Baumiester, 2011). Self-control according to
Averill (1973) is divided into three aspects: 1) behavioral control, responding to a stimulus by modifying
unpleasant circumstances 2) cognitive control, the ability to manage negative information by interpreting and
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linking events in a cognitive sequence to minimize pressure 3)decision control, choosing actions that are
believed and appropriate from various choices. Low self- control becomes the forerunner to all forms of
deviation or crime (Baumiester & Tierney, 2011; Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990). Low self-control makes
individuals impulsive, like to fight, selfish and insensitive to the suffering of people, prefers physical activity,
easily frustrated, and lack of ability to respond that it can be a cause of the emergence of cyberbullying
among European adolescents
27(Vazsonyi, Machackova, Sevcikova, Smahel, dan Cerna (2012). The rise of
bullying among Indonesian adolescents can illustrate how important the role of fathers in parenting, where at
present the role of fathers in parenting has not been maximized because there is still a visible distance of
communication between them (Andayani & Kuncoro, 2007). Adolescents with good self-control abilities are
wiser in using digital gadgets, including acting aggressively in cyberspace, such as cyberbullying,
conversely, if teens have low self-control then tend to refuse to delay desires, reactive, and act aggressively.
Therefore self-control issue becomes the cause of cyberbullying among teens (Vazsonyi et al., 2012) 1.2
Hypothesis 1. The hypotheses in this study are: 2. There is a relationship between the role of fathers directly
or indirectly (through self- control) to cyberbullying in Yogyakarta City. 3. There is a positive relationship
between the role of fathers and adolescent self- control in Yogyakarta. 4.
28There is a negative relationship between self-control and
cyberbullying in Yogyakarta. 2. Methode The study involved 238 adolescents aged 13-16 years, consisting
of 139 female and 99 male. Data were collected using three scales that revealed three variables: role of
father, self-control and cyberbullying. The role of father scale consisted of 28 items with a scale reliability of
0.896, the correlation coefficient moving from 0.326 to 0.591. The self-control scale consisted of 29 items
with a reliability scale of 0.906, the correlation coefficient moves from 0.276 to 0.588. The cyberbullying
scale consists of 26 items with a reliability value of 0.907, with a correlation coefficient between 0.091 to
0.766. Data collected in this study were analyzed by using an SPSS 20.0 program, along with descriptive
analysis, correlation analysis, and regression analysis. 3. Result 3.1 Descriptive Analysis Descriptive
analysis results show the minimum score, maximum, average, average and standard deviation of each
variable to find a general overview of empirical data. Empirical scores are values obtained based on field
data, while hypothetical scores are scores based on the scale weighting rules according to the number of
items. Table 1 presented categorization norm. Table 1. Categorization norm Norm Category (µ+1σ) ≤ X High
8(µ-1σ) ≤ X < (µ+1σ) Intermediate X < (µ-1σ) Low Note: X = subject score µ =
Hypothetical mean σ = Hypothetical standard deviation (SD)
Descriptive statistics the role of father presented in Table 2. In empirical data, the minimum score was 59,
the maximum score was 111, the average was 89.85, and the standard deviation was 9.555. Hypothetical
data show a minimum score of 28, a maximum score of 112,
4a mean of 70 and a standard deviation of
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23,333. Table 2. Descriptive statistics of role of father variable Var Total Item Min Empirical Data Max Mean
SD Hypothetical Data Min Max Mean SD Role of Father 28 59 111 89.85 9.555 28 112 70 23,333
Descriptive statistics self-control presented in Table 3. In empirical data, the minimum score was 69, the
maximum score was 116, the average was 92.63, and the standard deviation was 9.567. Hypothetical data
show a minimum score of 29, a maximum score of 116,
4a mean of 72.5 and a standard deviation of
24,166. Table 3. Descriptive statistics of self-control variable Var Total Empirical Data Item
11Min Max Mean SD Hypothetical Data Min Max Mean SD
Self- control 29 69 116 92,63 9,57 29 116 72,5 24,166 Self-control score categorization in empirical data in
Table 4. showed as much as 15.97% (15 men and 23 women), 70.59% medium category (69 men and 99
women), and low categories with a frequency of 13.44% (15 men and 27 women. Hypothetical data showed
high category with a frequency of 31.5% (24 men and 51 women), and moderate category as much as
68.5% (75 men and 88 women) Data show that most of the respondents have moderate self-control.
Descriptive statistics cyberbullying presented in Table 5. In the empiric data, the minimum score was 25, the
maximum score was 69, the average was 43,12, and the standard deviation was 9,073. Hypothetic data
show a minimum score of 26, a maximum score of 104, an average of 65 and a standard deviation of 21,67.
Table 4. Categorization of self-control score Category Empirical Data Hypothetical Data Interval M F Total %
Interval M F Total % High Intermediate Low X ≥ 102,199 15 23 83,063 ≤ X <102,199 69 99 X ≤ 83,063 15 17
38 15,97 168 70,59 32 13,44 96.666 ≤ X 24 51 75 31.50 48.334 ≤ X < 96.666 75 88 163 68.50 X < 48.334 0
0 Table 5. Descriptive statistics of cyberbullying variable Var Total Empirical Data Item
11Min Max Mean SD Hypothetical Data Min Max Mean SD
Cyberbullying 26 25 69 43,12 9,073 26 104 65 21,67 Empirical data showed in Table 6, the number of
respondents in the high category of 21.01% (50 respondents). Male in a total of 20 respondents and female
30 respondents. The medium category was 58.40% (139 respondents). Men consisted of 63 respondents
and women as many as 76 respondents. Respondents in the low category was 20.59% (49 respondents).
Men consisted of 16 respondents and women consisted of 33 respondents. Table 6. Empirical data on
cyberbullying variables Interval Category Frequency % M Gender F 52,193 ≤ X High 34,047≤ X <52,193
Intermediate X <34,047 Low 50 139 49 21.01 58,40 20,59 20 63 16 30 76 33 Total 238 100 99 139 Note: M
= Male, F = Female Hypothetical data showed in Table 7, the respondents in the medium category as much
as 47.1% (112 respondents). Male consisted of 55 respondents and female in the medium category were 57
respondents. Respondents in the low category was 52.9% (126 respondents). Male consisted of 44
respondents, and female consisted of 82 respondents. Table 7. Hypothetical data on cyberbullying variable
Interval Category Frequenc y % M Gender F 86,67 ≤ X 43,33≤ X <86,67 X < 43,33 High Intermediat e Low 0
112 126 0 47,1 52,9 0 55 44 0 57 82 Total 238 100 99 139 Note: M = Male, F = Female 3.2 Assumption Test
12Normality test aims to test the residual value of the regression model,
whether it is normally distributed or not.
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This study uses a probability plot normality test.
10Data is normally distributed if the distribution of points or data is around a
line and follows a diagonal line.
Conversely, if a point spreads away from a line and does not follow a diagonal line, then the data is not
normally distributed. Normality test presented in Figure 1, shows points or data located around the
33line and follows the diagonal line,
hereby the data are distributed normally thus regression test can be performed.
19Figure 1. Normal probability plot of regression standardized residual
Linearity test knows the research variables contain a linear relationship or not and it presented in Table 8. If
the significance value of linearity (p <0.05) signifies significant, and the
13significance value of deviation from linearity is greater than 0.05 (p>0.05)
signifies not significant, then the
two variables are related linearly. Linearity test between cyberbullying variables with the role of the father
produces a linearity
2significance value of 0.00 (p <0.05), which means significant, and a
significance value of deviation from linearity of 0.965 (p> 0.05) which means it is not significant, so the
relationship of the two variables is linear. Linearity test between cyberbullying variable and self-control
produced a linearity significance of 0.00 (p <0.05), which means significant, and a significance value of
deviation from linearity of 0.646 (p> 0.05) which means it is not significant, so the relationship between the
two variables is linear. Linearity test of paternal role and self-control variables showed the significance value
of linearity was 0.00 (p <0.05) which means significant, and the significance value of deviation from linearity
was 0.341 (p> 0.05) which means it is not significant, so the relationship between the two variables is linear.
Table 8. Linearity test results Variable Linearity F Sig (p) Deviation from Linearity F Sig (p) Note CB*RF
85.758 0.000 0,622 0,965 Linier CB*SC 161,712 0.000 0,903 0,646 Liner RF*SC 204.253 0.000 1.089 0,236
Linier Note: CB = Cyberbullying, RF = Role of Father, SC = Self Control 3.3 Hypothesis Test 3.3.1 Major
Hypothesis (The role of fathers and self-control as moderators of cyberbullying) Hypothesis testing is done
by using intervening variable regression tests or path analysis. The analysis is carried out in two-stage, first
path coefficient model and second two-level regression test. Table 9 presented path coefficient model 1.
Significance value of the role of fathers to self-control of 0.00 (p <0.01) indicates very significant. The path
value of the role of father variable to self-control was seen from the standardized beta coefficients of 0.678
(P1 = 0.678). The value of self-control variance that is not explained by the role of the father or e1 = √(1-
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0,460) = 0,735. The regression model formed is: Y = 31,618 +(- 0,679) fathers’ role + 0,735. Y = variable of
self-control. Table 9. Path Coefficient model 1
4Unstandardized Standardized Coefficients Coefficients Sig. R2 B Beta
(Constant)
31,618 RF*SC 0,679 0,678 0 0,46 Note: RF = Role of Father, CB = Cyberbullying Path analysis is done to
test the major hypothesis through two levels. The first step is to do a regression test of the role of fathers to
self-control. The results of the level one regression test (table-10) show the role of fathers to moderator
variable is very significant. R square value in the table "model summary" was equal to 0.460, which shows
that the contribution of paternal role variables to self-control by 46%. The remaining 54% is contributed by
other variables outside this study. Two-level regression test presented in Table-10. The significance of the
role of fathers towards cyberbullying directly or through self-control moderators. The value of the role of
father pathway to the Cyberbullyingvariable is -0,175 (P2 = - 0,175). The significance value of self-control
towards cyberbullying of 0.00
24means that it is very significant. the path value of
the self-control variable to the cyberbullying variable is -0,522 (P3 = -0,522). The variant values of
cyberbullying are not explained by the role of the father and self-control or e2 = √(1 − 0,428 ) =0,756. The
regression model formed is: Y = - 103.955 + (-0,166) fathers’ role + (-0, 495) self- control + 0,756; Y =
Cyberbullyingvariable. Table 10. one path tier analysis
15Unstandardized Coefficients B Std. Error Standardized Coefficients Beta t
Sig. (Constant) 31.618 4.
327 7.306 .000 RF .679 .048 .678 14.179 .000 Note: RF = Role of Father Table 11 presented two-path tier
analysis. The significance value of the role of father in cyberbullying is 0.01 (very significant). The value of
the role of father in cyberbullying-0,175 (P2 = -0,175). The significance value of self-control for cyberbully is
0.00 (very significant). The value of self-control variable to the cyberbullying variable is 0.522 (P3 = -0.522).
Values of cyber bullying that are not explained by the role of the father and self-control or e2 = √(1-0,428) =
0,756. The regression model formed is: Y = -103.955 + (-0,166) fathers’ role + (-0, 495) self- control + 0,756
(Y = Cyberbullyingvariable). The value of R square in the model summary table is 0.428 indicating the
contribution of the role of father variable through self-control to the cyber abuse variable at 42.8%, while the
remaining 57.2% is the contribution of other variables outside this study. Table 11. two path tier
6analysis Unstandardized Standardized Coefficients Coefficients t Sig. B
Std. Error Beta (Constant)
103.955 4.689 22.170 .000 RF*CB -.166 .064 -.175 -2.610 .010 SC*CB -.495 .064 -.522 -7.775 .000 Note:
CB = Cyberbullying, RF = Role of Father, SC = Self Control 3.3.2 Minor Hypothesis Minor hypothesis testing
is performed to see separately the relationship of each variable the role of the father to self-control and self-
control to cyberbullying. Tabel 12 presented Pearson correlation analysis. A correlation value of the role of
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father in self-control was 0.678 with a significance of 0.00, p <0.01. Effective contributions are obtained
through the following calculations: EC = Bx1 x r1y x 100%; EC = 0,460 x 0,678 x 100%; EC = 31,188 %. The
Pearson correlation value of self-control to cyberbullying was -0,641 with a significance of 0.00, p <0.01.
Effective contributions are obtained through the following calculations: EC = Bx2 x r2y x 100%; EC = 0,522 x
0,641 x 100%; EC =33,46%. Role of father is positively related and very significant to self-control with a
Pearson correlation value of 0.678 and
2a significance value of 0.00 (p <0. 01). That means,
the higher the role of fathers, the
6higher the level of self-control. Conversely, the lower the role of fathers, the
lower the
34level of self-control. Effective contribution of the role of
fathers contributing to cyberbullying is 31,188%.
1Self-control is negatively related and highly significant to cyberbullying
with a Pearson correlation value of -0,641, and
2a significance value of 0.00 (p <0. 01). That means,
the higher the self-control, the lower the level of cyberbullying is done. Conversely, the lower the self-control,
the higher the Cyberbullyingis carried out. The effective contribution of self-control to cyberbullying is
33.46%. Table 12. Pearson correlation analysis Pearson Sig Correlation RF*SC 0.678 0.000 SC*CB -0,641
0.000 Note: CB = Cyberbullying, RF = Role of Father, SC = Self Control 4 Discussion The analysis
1shows that the role of fathers is very significantly related to cyberbullying
directly
or through self-control mediators; therefore the first hypothesis is accepted. The value of the direct path is
smaller than the value of the path mediated by self-control therefore the indirect relationship is more
dominant. The relationship formed is a negative relationship, meaning that cyberbullying is lower if the role
of fathers through self-control is higher and vice versa, the lower the role of fathers through self-control the
cyber abuse in adolescents is higher. According to cognitive social learning human life is built by social
systems, behavior is formed through social interaction by imitating through direct and indirect experience
(Bandura, 1986). Father can portray himself as a person of character then directly or indirectly become a
model for his child. The basic principles of social and moral learning occur through observation and the
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presentation of examples of behavior (Bandura, 1977). In interacting they learn reciprocally with full
familiarity about a variety of things, including, norms, moral ethics, sexual roles, cooperation and ways of
establishing relationships (Thomas, 2000). The involvement of children in interactions can help develop the
potential for cognition, morals, increasing achievement and the formation of positive mental health (Johnson
& Johnson, 1997). Interaction with fathers in parenting will form cognitive schemes that affect behavior
(McMunn, Martin, Kelly, & Sacker, 2017, Rollè et al., 2019). The role of father in positive parenting will
develop positively thus the child's ability to control and control oneself develops optimally (Caspi & Roberts,
2001). Cyberbullying is associated with traditional bullying, with acts of externalization carried out in
cyberspace because it contains negative behavior, hostility, emotions, envy, anger (Vazsonyi et al., 2012).
Externalization is associated with parental supervision, strict
30discipline, parental disharmony, rejection of children, and low involvement
(Flouri, 2005). Longitudinal studies conducted by Cohen, Brook, Cohen, Velez and Garcia (1991) showed
that acts of externalization of adolescents such as cyberbullying are caused by conditions that develop over
the previous eight years.
20In this case, the father plays an important role in shaping the personality of
the child, because a positive father's involvement in the child is a capital for the child in entering his social
world and is carried over into adolescence and adulthood. The effective role of fathers not only contributes
negatively to bullying but also that children are protected from bullying from others (Flouri, 2005).
Adolescents who are safe from cyberbullying actions are closely related to the role of fathers. Fathers
26play a role in shaping children's self-control primarily in
social life because self-control is a process formed since childhood (Muraven & Baumiester, 2000). Beside,
self-control is the mother of all forms of deviation, including cyberbullying (Baumiester & Tierney, 2011). The
results of the analysis show the significance value formed between the role of the father against
cyberbullying is 0.00, p <0.01 and the correlation value is 0.678 thus the role of father is positively related
and very significant to self-control. Thus the hypothesis is accepted. The relationship formed between the
two variables is a positive relationship, the higher the role of fathers, the higher the self-control of
adolescents, conversely the lower the role of fathers the lower the self-control. The role of fathers
contributed 31.188% to self-control, while 68.812% is contributed by other variables outside the study. This
study is in line with the findings of five senior high schools in Yogyakarta that the role of parent mediation
22is significantly related to self- control with a value of
F = 69.267, p <0.01 (Hidayati, 2017). The results of this study are strengthened by Muranven and
Baumiester (2000) that self-control arises automatically because of habit or behavior since childhood. The
main cause of individual failure in self-control is parental care that is not effective (Gottfredson and Hirschi,
1990). The ineffective components of parenting are
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9failure to monitor children's behavior, failure to recognize when deviant
behavior occurs, and erratic and excessive punishment for deviant behavior
(Meece & Mize, 2011). The role of fathers partially plays an important role in child development, influencing
until adolescence (Hidayati, Kaloeti, & Karyono, 2011). The frequency of contact with children does not
guarantee ideal child development including self-control (Palkovitz, 2002) . Fathers who educates with non-
ideal parenting, such as rude behavior, the omission of violation, it will have an impact on
32the formation of negative self-control which is the forerunner of
all forms of actions outside moral standards (Zhou, Eisenberg, Wang, & Reiser, 2004). The data shows that
1self-control is negatively related and very significant towards cyberbullying.
The two variables are
5negatively related, the higher the self- control, the lower the level of
cyberbullying, conversely the lower the self- control, the higher the
cyberbullying. The effective contribution of
self-control to cyberbullying is 33.46%, while the remaining 66.54% is contributed by other variables not
examined. This study supports research conducted by Vazsonyi et al. (2012) in 1000 European adolescents
aged nine to 16 years that cyberbullying and traditional bullying are interconnected and indirectly influenced
by low self-control of adolescents. Self-control is responsible for exercising mind control, decision control
and behavioral control in choosing responses (Fujita, Trope, Liberman, & Levin-Sagi, 2006). Individuals with
good self-control will choose a positive response or direct the behavior according to the desired consciously
despite overriding the desired behavior to follow the rules or norms (Bauer & Baumiester, 2011). Conversely,
25individuals with low self-control tend to respond to a
stimulus quickly without thinking long even though it is not in accordance with moral standards (Grasmick,
Tittle, Bursik, & Arneklev, 1993). All forms of deviation that are not in accordance with moral standards begin
with weak self-control (Baumiester & Tierney, 2011). Cyberbullying is a form of behavior that is not in
accordance with moral standards associated with weak self-control. Weak self-control in Cyberbullyingis
increasingly manifested by online disinhibition effects in cyberspace which lack social rules and easy
internet access. 5 Conclusion The role of fathers proved to be highly significant correlated
1with cyberbullying both directly and through mediation of self-control. The role
of fathers
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towards Cyberbullyingmediated by self-control has a greater correlation value than the value of the
correlation of the role of fathers to cyberbullying directly. The role of fathers is positively related
1and very significant with adolescent self control. Self-control is negatively
related and is very significant with cyberbullying.
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